Dear Mr. Adeilstein,

RECEVED & INSPECTED

MAY 9 g 2003
FCC - MAILROOM

1 urge you not to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American
citizeng from media monopolies.

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates to gain
near total control of radio and television news and information in communities across
our nation. And many of the corporations that are now lobbying the FCC to relax
these ownership rules aiready have a known track record in attempting to keep
opposing viewpoints off the air.

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on important
issues. Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our freedom, | urge you to
continue the broadcast ownership protections that, for decades, have helped to
ensure a healthy political debate in our country.

Sincerely,

Z

onald W Ford
36952 Greenbush Rd
Wayne, M| 48184
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Philip C. Armada MD
507 Bassett RD.
Bay Village, OH 44140

The Honorable Jonathan S. Adelstein
Commissioner

Federal Communications Commission
445 12" Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Mr. Adelstein;

I am writing to you about the broadcast ownership rules that prevent media
monopolies. I ask that you not relax the rules. The proposed changes could silence
independent voices. Entire communities could be dominated by one media company
which could decide which viewpoints to broadcast and which to censor.The American
people deserve to hear more than one viewpoint on important issues.

Therefore, for the sake of democracy and freedom, I urge you to continue the
broadcast ownership rules.

el

Philip C. Armada, MD
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May 21, 2003

Michael K. Powell, Chairman

Federal Communications Commission
445 12" Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Powell:

1 have been watching with much interest the hearings that you have been holding
on anticipated changes coming from the FCC concerning media ownership regulations. I
am alarmed by the intention of the FCC to allow increased ownership of media outlets to
fewer and fewer media corporations. My understanding of the existing law concerning
all types of media is that regulations should operate under the principles of “diversity,
localism, and competition.” It seems like common sense that, to encourage drastic
restrictions in ownership, contradicts the intent of the law.

For those of us concerned about the free flow of information that a democracy
requires, the recent trend toward unbridled media acquisition 1s disturbing. It takes little
imagination to envision a media environment similar to 1984 with universal hate radio
and endless replications of Fox News with its superficial and biased coverage.

Please maintain current ownership limits and do everything in your power to
increase localism, to block cross media acquisition, and increase the diversity of all
media. Our constitution and the survival of our democracy require that you preserve this

free exchange of ideas.

Sincerely yours,

st aller

Stuart Adler, Ed.D.
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Michael J Copps
Federal Communications Commission
445 12" Street SW Confirmed
Washington, DC 20554
JUN ¢ 3 2003
Dear Commissioner Copps; .
Distribution Center

1 have been watching with much interest the hearings that you have been holding
on anticipated changes coming from the FCC concerning media ownership regulations. 1
am alarmed by the intention of the FCC to allow increased ownership of media outlets to
fewer and fewer media corporations. My understanding of the existing law concerning
all types of media is that regulations should operate under the principles of “diversity,
localism, and competition.” K seems like common sense that, to encourage drastic
restrictions in ownership, contradicts the intent of the law.

For those of us concerned about the free flow of information that a democracy
requires, the recent trend toward unbridled media acquisition 1s disturbing. 1t takes little
imagination to envision a media environment similar to 1984 with universal hate radio
and endless replications of Fox News with its superficial and biased coverage.

Please maintain current ownership limits and do everything in your power to
increase localism, to block cross media acquisition, and increase the diversity of all
media. Our constitution and the survival of our democracy require that you preserve this
free exchange of ideas.

Sincerely yours,

st dler

Stuart Adler, Ed.D.



The Honorable Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Commissioner

Federal Communications Commission

445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554 -

Dear Ms. Abemnathy:

I urge you not to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect
American citizens from media monopolies.

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media
conglomerates to gain near-total control of radio and television news and
information in communities across our nation. And many of the corporations
that-are now lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership rules already have a
known track record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off the air.

The American people deserve 10 hear more than one point of view-on
important issues. Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our freedom,
I urge you to-continue the broadcast ownership protections that, for decades,
have helped to ensure a healthy political debate in our country.

Sincerely,

N Ayas

Mr."S€an Aye
Lake Placid, New York 12946-5979
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Dear Mr. Copps: 0'\‘-‘:‘“

I urge you not to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect
American citizens from media monopolies.

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media
conglomerates to gain near-total control of radio and television news and
information in communities across cur nation. And many of the corporations
that are now lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership rules already have a
known track record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off the air.

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on
important issues. Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our freedom,
I urge you to continue the broadcast ownership protections that, for decades,
have helped to ensure a healthy political debate in our country.

Sincerely,

S A,

Mr. Sean Ayers
Lake Placid, New York 12946-5979 |

PO BOX 1979
LAKE PLACID, NY 12946-5979
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Dear Mr. Adelstein: Q\é\

1 urge you not to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect
American citizens from media monopolies.

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media
conglomerates 10 gain near-total control of radio and television news and
information in communities across our nation. And many of the corporations
that are now lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership rules already have a
known track record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off the air.

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on
important issues. Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our freedom,
I urge you to continue the broadcast ownership protections that, for decades,
have helped to ensure a healthy political debate in our country.

Sincerely,

Shuee,

Mr. Sean Ayers
Lake Placid, New York 12946-5979
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Dear Mr. Martin: N
28
I urge you not to relax the broadcast o@ncrship rules that protect

American citizens from media monopolies.
These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media

conglomerates to gain near-total control of radio and television news and
information in communities across our nation. And many of the corporations
that are now lobbying the FCC to relax these ownership rules already have a
known track record in attempting to keep opposing viewpoints off the air.

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of
important issues. Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our
I urge you to continue the broadcast ownership protections that, for
have helped to ensure a healthy political debate in our country.

Sincerely,

Ly

D

View on
freedom,
decades,

=

Mr. Sean Ayers
Lake Placid, New York 12946-5979
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May 9, 2003 MAY 2 8 2003

Dear Mr. Adelstein: FCC - MAILROOM

[ urge you not to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American
citizens form media monopolies.

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates to
gain near-total control of radio and television news and information in communities
across our nation. And many of the corporations that are now lobbying the FCC to relax
these ownership rules already have a known track record in attempting to keep opposing
viewpoints off the air.

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on important
issues. Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our freedom, I urge you to continue
the broadcast ownership protections that, for decades, have helped to ensure a healthy
political debate in our country.

g Sincerely,
Confirme

JUN 0 3 2003

B A
Distribution Center % /Lﬁ dg@ w %3 44



May 9, 2003

Dear Mr. Copps:

I urge you net to relax the broadcast ownership rules that protect American
citizens form media monopolies.

These proposed changes would pave the way for giant media conglomerates to
gain near-total control of radio and television news and information in communities
across our nation. And many of the corporations that are now lobbying the FCC to relax
these ownership rules already have a known track record in attempting to keep opposing
viewpoints off the air.

The American people deserve to hear more than one point of view on important
issues. Therefore, for the sake of our democracy and our freedom, I urge you to continue
the broadcast ownership protections that, for decades, have helped to ensure a healthy
political debate in our country.

Sincerely,

54%@%

Ao %@% 3L
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1211 Garth Avenue S.W. Decatur, Al 35601

edalpha@hiwaav.net

cbyars@bunge.com
Res. Phone: (256) 350-7167

Cell Phone: (256) 260-3426
Pager: (1-877) 4150847
Fax: (256) 309-2275

M4 May 11, 2003
The Honorable Kevin J. Martin A 4 2 8 2003
Commissioner

Federal Communications Com#ai GC - Confirmed

445 12" Street, SW MA‘LF?OOM

Washington, DC 20554 JUN 03 2003
Dear Comtmissioner Martin: Distribution Center

I am writing you to voice my strong opposition to proposed FCC rule changes that would have the effect of
easing media ownership regulations intended to prevent monopoly control of media outlets.

I have for many years been deeply concerned about the bias reporting of news by the major television
networks. It is absolutely essential that the American public have access to independent and opposing
viewpoints on the major issues that face our nation. Preventing monopoly ownership of TV, radio, and
printed media outlets is central to preserving the public’s access to information and facilitating a well
rounded discourse and debate on issues of national interest.

1 urge you to resist any relaxation of FCC rules that are designed to prevent monopolization of media
ownership.

Sincerely,



mailto:ebvars@bunxe.com

[ RECEIED & INSPECTED ]

Francis M. Bushnell, Jr.

4924 Cobbs Drive, Apt. 6B MAY 2 8 2003
Waco, Texas 76710
FCC - MAILROOM

. d

\(e
May 10, 2003 cort 5 200

\!
A © e
R o)

The Honorable Michael J. Copps U\S\“bu

Commissioner

Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Mr. Copps,
OPPOSITION TO RELAXING BROADCAST OWNERSHIP RULES

Current broadcast ownership rules protect an element of American society that
is so essential to our freedom: the communicatton of diverse ideas. Please do
not relax the existing rules. Currently, the broadcast media already has too
much strength in controlling information. Over the years, they have shown
their proclivity for keeping opposing viewpoints off the air. I attach an opinion
piece from the October 5, 1989, Wall Street Journal that reflects that intentional
control even years ago.

Any further relaxation would add monopolistic strength to that idea control.
You have the ability to prevent it. I ask you to please do so.

Sinceﬁly, )
- A
rancis M. Bushnell, Jr.

Attachment
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Journalists and Others for Saving the Planeté_

By Davip Brooks

At a recent environmental conference,
Charles Alexander declared, ““As the sci-
ence editor at Time I would freely admit
that on this issue we have crossed the
boundary from news reporting to advo-
cacy.” After a round of applause from the
gathered journalists and scientists, NBC

spondent Andrea Mitchell told the an-

made that decision now, where you'd have
to¢ I advocacy,

At that point Washington Post editor
Benjamin Bradlee chimed in, saying "I
don’t think there's any danger in doing
what you suggest. There's a minor danger
in saying it because as soon as you say,
‘To hell with the news. I'm no longer inter-
ested in news, I'm Interested in causss,’
you've got a whole kooky constituency to
respond to, which you c¢an waste a lot of
time on.”

Mr. Bradlee is right. Probably a lot of
“kooks" believe in objective journalism,
But why shouldn't reporters lose their self-
discipline when discussing the environ-
ment? Practically everybody else has.

Somehow the idea has gotten around
that the environment isn't a normal politi-
cal issue, but a quasi-religious crusade. As
a result, public discussion of the environ-
ment has been about as rigorous as one ex-
pects from a jihad.

The shortcomings of advocacy were
very much in evidence at the recent envi-
ronmental conference, sponsored by the
Smithsonian Institution. Held in the orig}
nal museum buildings that celebrate the
achieverments of the Industrial Revolution,
the meeting addressed the tople, '“The
Giobal Environment: Are We Overreact:
Ing?" Every other time I have beentoa

conference organized around a question,
there have been speakers on both sides.
But not this time. Through the entire con-
ference, not a single disagreement de-
flected the steady breeze of alarmism.

Perpetual apocalyptics such as Lester
Brown and Paul Ehrlich rattled off their
anthems of doom (just as Rolling Stones
rock through the tunes they originated 20
years ago). Speakers and panels moved
briskly on and off the podium: an acid rain
crisis, a toxics crisis, a famine crisis, a
population crisis. The result was a smor-
gasbord of apocalypse.

On the subject of global warming, a
frisky environmental policy gnalyst named
Stephen H, Schnelder presented the gloom
and doom side of the global-warming de-
bate, A number of scientists are more
skeptical about global warming, such as
Hugh W. Ellsaesser of the Livermore Na-
tional Laboratory, Reid Bryson of the Uni-
versity of Wisconsin, Richard Lindzen of
MIT, V. Ramathan of the University of
Chicago and Andrew Solow of the Woods
Hole Institute of Oceanography. But they
were not to be heard from.

The same sort of stage-managing pre-
vailed among journalist speakers. Barbara
Pyle, who is the head of Turner Broadcast-
ing's International Documentary Unit, and
who lists herself in her blo as an “interna-
tionally recognized environmental activ-
ist,” appeared on a panel, Many reporters
do not see the rules of objective fournalism
as_obstacles to social progress. But they
were not to be heard from.

The conference was co-chaired by the
CEQs of ABC, NBC, CBS, Turner Broad-

asting, Time Warner and the Los Angeles
Times, the director of the New York Times
and senior officers of other media institu-

tions (Dow Jones wasn't involved ). Appar-
ently none of these journalistic companies
insisted upon diversity of opinion.

Several of the alarmist presentations
were persuasive. For example, Susan Solo-
mon of the National Oceanic and Atmos-
pheric Administration spoke Intelligently
on ozone depletion. Edward Q. Wilson was
compelling on “Biological Diversity: The
Extinction Crisis.” But enlightenment was
beside the point. The scientists were lim-
ited to 10 minutes, enough time to recite a
few familiar facts and swin up with a gran-
diloquent plea for action (if you can’t stand
purple prose, don't go ‘to an environmental
conference ).

Thomas Lovejoy, a troplcal biologist
who organized this conference, delivered a
summary in which he eloquently encour-
aged the idea that we are in a planefary
crisis. “The planet is about to break out
with fever, and indeed it may have al-
ready,’” he said, ‘‘and we are the disease.”
Mr. Lovejoy's views are so chic he 1s
puffed in the current issue of GQ.

What to do? George Woodwell, director
of Woods Hole Research Center, argued
that the world must phase out the use of
fossil fuels. Ruth Patrick of the Academy
of Natural Sciences said that mankind
must do nothing less than “rethink our
way of life.” Mr. Lovejoy suggested that
“we should be at war with ourselves and
with our life styles.” The anti-growth con-
tingent also made its presence feit. Mr.
Enhtlich declared, ‘“We've already had too
much economic growth in the United
States. . . . Economic growth in rich coun-
tries like ours is the disease, not the
cure."

These sorts of prescriptions made me
think I should have done something violent

Hollywood, You Slay Me

" Bv Ropert H. KNIGHT

who fall in Iove.' innocent_ fol]ig are once

kick. That's all.

imd smamhame nm it de Thit Ae 1A Inanl

to the limos that were idling outside the
conference dinner Friday night. Other than
that, the conference offered no construc-
tive prescriptions. Not too many politicians
are golng to go before their constituents
and renounce economic growth. m—

A number of the people In attendance
have In the past advocated politically real-
Istic environmental proposals, But none of
them rose to challenge the radicals, not
even Sens. Timothy Wirth (D., Colo.) and
John Heinz (R., Pa.), who sat as guardian
iions at either end of the panels.

Here and elsewhere in the environmen-
tal debate, a form of Gresham's Law pre-
vails.- Apocalyptic predictions crowd out
skeptical appraisals. Rabble-rousing elo-
quence crowds out measured discussion.
Politically absurd cries for a Refermation
of Human Society intermingle with politi-
cally realistic ideas.

The reporters who become advocates
seem to think they are doing the environ-
ment a favor, but it is hard to see how. Be-
cause there has been so little critical scru-
tiny, the politically mainstream environ-
mentalists don’t feel compelied to separate
themselves from the Greens who think hu-
man progress should have stopped in the
18th century.

Nobody seems to feel compelled to set
some priorities, and declare that X envi-
ronimental problem needs to be addressed
before Y. Much of the political right feels
spooked about envirommental issues be-
cause it perceives all environmentalism to
be corrupted by soclalist command and
controllers.

Just when it seems someone is about to
get somewhere with Intelligent environ-
mentalism, 10 other people mount podiums

. and declare humanity a disease on the

face of the earth.

Mr. Brocks is a Journal editorial

writer.




J

RECENED & iNsserTam

\
~ ‘QJ Tg—
\f\)\ § C\l\a ? s e !
/(O ' Co? MAY 2 8 2003  Michael Beyer
iSocial Teaching
Fcc- MANROOM | 05-21-03
' * Period 3
UU\(C,»\(;\%[ ™ Be,je,(
21461 Moyec Pr . . Confirmed
Se i Bond. TN 16622 FCC Deregulation JUN 0 3 2003
Distribution Center

There are many reasons for why corporate control should be diminished. If one
company can own a town's local newspaper, TV and radio stations, if national TV
networks can merge their news operations, if nothing limits the size of these huge
corporations, we will get a more limited view on the news. Issues that matter can be
more ¢asily buried or distorted, and differing viewpoints will not be heard. We don't need
censorship to combat violent, sexist, racist, commercialized, or unoriginal media. We
need access for independent producers to offer alternatives. We need choices, not more
channels from the same owners. Fewer media companies means fewer jobs for media
workers. Media ownership by people of color and women is down and getting worse as a
result of consolidation. Without iocal owners and local newsrooms, media are
disconnected from communities. Clear Channel radio uses digital tricks to make the same
DIJ sound local in dozens of different cities. The bigger these companies get, the more
likely they are to cover local issues. With the recent wave of corporate malfeasance we
need watchdogs now more than ever instead of media run by corporate people that’s
concerned only about their stock price. Ownership consolidation means fewer foreign

news bureaus, investigative reporters, and resources for journalists. Media's main goal is



page 2
profit, which undermines any sense of public duty. If the corporate controls the media,
they will put on what they want us to see. When the corporation advertise, they are brain
washing us. They control what we wear, how we think, and how to spend our money.

This is why I believe that corporate censorship should be diminished.

www.sevenstories. com/Book/index. com

WwWW._cjr.org/owners/

www_disinfo.com/

www.corporations.org/media/

www.fair.org/media-woes/corporate. html
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The Honorable Michael K. Poweli

Chairman 3 ]

Federal Communications Comrnission {me

445 12" Street, NW. conf |

Washington, D.C. 20554 JUN 03 200 I
. ncente

Dear Mr. Chairman: D\stﬂb“m

Please stop the changing of the six FCC niles{shown below), which empower
fhe FCC to allow companies to own more media outlets/types of media outlets —
e.g., allow TV station owners to own radio stations. This will allow further
monopolization of media outlets and result in the reduction of the number of
points of view expressed through these outiets. Please support the extension of
the decision on these six FCC rules for a year. The preservation of these six
rules is important for free speech and our democracy.

e Broadcast-Newspaper Cross-Ownership Prohibition (1975) Bans ownership of both a
newspaper and a television station in the same market.

e National Television Ownership Rule (1941) A broadcaster cannot own television
stations that reach more than 35% of the nation's homes.
Dual Network Rule (1946) - No entity can own more than one major television network.
Local Television Ownership Rule {(1964) - A broadcaster can't own more than one of
the top four stations in a single market.

® Local Radio ownership Rule (1941) - Limits the number of radio stations any one entity
can own in a single market,

e Television-Radio Cross-Ownership Rule (1970) - Limits the number of TV and radio
stations a single entity can own in any given market.

Sincerely yours, % \]/L é ?
!

'
Opal N. Bogden
4510 Don Plo Dr.

| Woodland Hills, CA 91364-5307



May 23, 2003

Mr. Michael K. Powell, Chairman
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Powell:

I am writing to you today, because as a citizen of the United States I am gravely concerned about
the proposed media ownership rule changes. Iam likewise concerned because of:

1) Your refusal to make public the proposed changes.

2) Your refusal to provide 150 Congress members with a copy of the proposed
changes which they have requested.

3) Your refusal to hold or attend public hearings on these issues.

4) Your refusal of the request of Commissioners Adelstein and Copps, and numerous

Congress members to postpone the vote so that the issues can be explored in a
way that is in keeping with the spirit of the laws of the United State.

While 1 understand you are relying upon current rules and the Republican majority of the FCC in
the cowardly exercise of these refusals, these issues impact every United States citizen, and as
such, should not be left to three Republican FCC commissioners to decide alone.

I have written to my Congressional representatives regarding my concerns. Iknow that I join
thousands who respectfully request that you reconsider your position, provide the postponement
and information which have been requested and allow these serious issues to be explored in the
democratic arena.

Very truly yours,

Q /640/04\

Alyson Budde

9112 Mediterranean Drive
Huntington Beach, CA 92646
714/593-1955

cC: Kathleen Q. Abernathy
Michael J. Copps
Kevin J. Martin
Jonathan S. Adenstein
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The Honorable Michael K. Powell
Chairman

Federal Communications Commission
445 12" Street, N.W.

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Chairman:

Please stop the changing of the six FCC rules {shown below), which empower
the FCC to allow companies to own more media outlets/types of media outlets —
e.g., allow TV station owners to own radio stations. This will allow further
monopolization of media outlets and result in the reduction of the number of
points of view expressed through these outlets. Please support the extension of
the decision on these six FCC rules for a year. The preservation of these six
rules is important for free speech and our democracy.

e Broadcast-Newspaper Cross-Ownership Prohibition (1975) Bans ownership of both a
newspaper and a television station in the same market.

+ National Television Ownership Rule (1941) A broadcaster cannot own television
stations that reach more than 35% of the nation's homes,
Dual Network Rule (1946) - No entity can own more than one major television network.
Local Television Ownership Rule (1964) - A broadcaster can't own more than one of
the top four stations in a single market.

¢ Local Radio Ownership Rule (1941) - Limits the number of radio stations any one entity
can own in a single market.

¢ Telavision-Radio Cross-Ownership Rule {(1970) - Limits the number of TV and radio
stations a single entity can own in any given market.

Sincerely yours,

Qwéfjwea

AY43S wmu::y YO KD, # LY
[OCST Hitts, CA B0



The Honorable Michaet K. Powell
Chairman

Federal Communications Commission
445 12" Street, NW.

Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Chairman:

Please stop the changing of the six FCC rules(shown below), which empower
the FCC to allow companies to own more media outlets/types of media outlets —
e.g., allow TV station owners to own radio stations. This will allow further
monopolization of media outlets and result in the reduction of the number of
points of view expressed through these outlets. Please support the extension of
the decision on these six FCC rules for a year. The preservation of these six
rules is important for free speech and our democracy.

e Broadcast-Newspaper Cross-Ownership Prohibition (1975) Bans ownership of both a
newspaper and a television station in the same market. _

e National Television Ownership Rule {(1941) A broadcaster cannot own television
stations that reach more than 35% of the nation's homes.
Dual Network Rule (1946) - No entity can own-more than one major television network.
Local Television Ownership Rule (1964) - A broadcaster can't cown more than one of
the top four stations in a single market.

* Local Radio Ownership Rule (1941) - Limits the number of radio stations any one entity
can own in a single market,

o Television-Radio Cross-Ownership Rule {1970) - Limits the number of TV and radio

stations 2 single entity can own in any-given market.
‘7 4 T ...’ - e o
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o As a nation we have juast made an attempt to bring demooracy
Q ‘§b Irag but are we guarding that democracy at home ¥
g
£

On June 2nd, the Federal Communications Commission holds

W =
> ﬁ? Sy, : X .
iz; o~ # bleannual meeting al which changes can be made in the apportionment
o '&?'ﬂf the fregquencies of the air waves; these are the property of the
U7 IS @itizens of the United States of America. Anyone can apply. Individuals
iy J

S and vompanies, such as Ted Turner, Rupert Murdoch, GE-NBC, Time Warner,
agg:Disney, the newspapers, TV stations and the like can be given the use of
& ~ the frequencies, without ingquiry or proper supervision of the citizenry

Rt who own it, and the apportionment may be done without any reference to

the wishes and needs of the rightful owners, the American people.
Three-guarters of the American public have net heard a word about this

momentous procedure, The danger of ggg§gliﬂ§ilgn,is serious as once it
it all in place it will be almost impossible to change.

But for the notable exception of FBS's Bill Maoyers "NOW"
programme the fact that little or nothing has appeared in the major or
local press, or on TV is indicative of those who wish 1o hide their power,

Every school child is taught that one of the great supports of democracy
is a free and fluid press and newsmaking media. DBut where is the open-

ness and freedom we need to keep the Republie healthy now and in the
future 1 Behind the scenes collusion over this issue is a first class
route to dictatorship.

Time is of the essence. It is URGENT that all citizens write to
their Senators and Representatives, also to Chairman Michael Powell of the

FCC at 445, 12th Street, S.W. Washington, D.C. 20554, also his
assistant, Mildred Bortch (Docket Noe 20-277) - on line WiW. FEE.GOVIMB.

Also write, call or e-mail the other members of the Commission -
Republicans Kathleen Abernathy and Kevin Martin, and Democracts Michael

GCopps and Jonathan Adelstein to protest silence ard demand an open and
immediate forum for debate,

It is obvioqs'ihat stalling tactics have put a damper on
speading the word. PLEASE DO NOT ALLOW THIS TO BE S0 td
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9] IVED & INSPECTED
L LNE F\E TED BECK RECE
o1& on 117 E. GURLEY STREET, THIRD FLOOR MAY 9 g 2003
ex PA PRESCOTT, ARIZONA 86301
(928) 445-6860 FCC - MAILROOM

FAX: (928) 445-6488
E-MAIL: NONE

May 8, 2003
The Honorable Michael K. Powell
Chairman .
Federal Communications Commission conhrmed
445 12" Street, SW 4
Washington, DC 20554 JuN 0 3 2003
Re: Broadcast Ownership Rules Distribution Centef

Dear Chairman Powell:

The various news media organs already dominate much of America. Changing the
Broadcast Ownership Rules in the manner being sought now by various large media interests
would allow, indeed—would inevitably result in, monopoly power over radio and television news
broadcasting.

- The major networks and one or two of the cable news networks already have
demonstrated their willingness, if not their eagerness, to squelch viewpoints differing from their
own. Aliowing further concentration of management power over news broadcasts (as well as
opinion and advocacy disguised as “news”) would directly threaten constitutional rights of
speech, press, association, petition, and others.

| oppose the media-support rules changes.

Yours truly,

Thelton E{.B.eg M

TDBE/am

cc: The Honorable(s):

] Kathleen Q. Abernathy, Commissioner
Jonathan S. Adelstein, Commissioner
Michaei J. Copps, Commissioner
Kevin J. Martin, Commissioner
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May 8, 2003

The Honorable Michael K. Powell
Chairman

Federal Communications Commission
445 12" Street, SW

Washington, DC 20554

Re: Broadcast Ownership Rules
Dear Chairman Powell:

The various news media organs already dominate much of America. Changing the
Broadcast Ownership Rules in the manner being sought now by various large media interests
would allow, indeed-would inevitably result in, monopoly power over radio and television news
broadcasting.

The major networks and one or two of the cable news networks already have
demonstrated their willingness, if not their eagerness, to squelch viewpoints differing from their
own. Allowing further concentration of management power over news broadcasts (as well as
opinion and advocacy disguised as “news”) would directly threaten constitutional rights of
speech, press, association, petition, and others.

| oppose the media-support rules changes.

Yours fruly,

Thelton D'.gg M

TDB/am

cc: The Honorable(s):
Kathleen Q. Abemathy, Commissioner
Jonathan S. Adelstein, Commissioner
Michael J. Copps, Commissioner
Kevin J. Martin, Commissioner




